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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is in response to the original filing of April 1 , 2004. Claims 1 -36 are pending and 
have been considered below. 

Objections 

2. Claims 24-29, which are dependent of claim 23, disclose a method while claim 23 teaches a 
computer-readable medium. Therefore claims 24-29 are objected to. Appropriate action is 
required. 

3. Claim 1 1 is objected to under 37 CFR 1.75(c), as being of improper dependent form for 
failing to further limit the subject matter of a previous claim. The Office considers any claim, which 
refers to another claim as being a dependent claim. Claim 1 1 refers to Claim 1 and, thus, is 
considered to depend thereon. However, Claim 1 is a system claim, which consists of the steps of 
accessing and consolidating event information. Claim 1 1 does not include any limitations, which 
add, delete or change any of these steps. Therefore, Claim 1 1 fails to further limit its parent claim. 
Applicant is required to cancel the claim(s), or amend the claim(s) to place the claim(s) in proper 
dependent form, or rewrite the claim(s) in independent form. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

5. Examiner's Note. The Applicant appears to be attempting to invoke 35 U.S.C. 1 12 6 th 
paragraph in Claim 1 by using "means-plus-function" language. However, the Examiner notes that 
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the only "means" for performing these cited functions in the specification appears to be computer 
program modules. While the claim passes the first test of the three-prong test used to determine 
invocation of paragraph 6, since no other specific structural limitations are disclosed in the 
specification, the claim does not meet the other tests of the three-prong test. Therefore, 35 U.S.C. 
1 12 6 th paragraph has not been invoked when considering the claim below. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102(b) that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use 
or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

7. Claims 1-3,6-7, 9,11-16, 19-23, 25, 28-31 , 33 and 36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) 
as being anticipated by Scully et al. (US 4,831 ,552). 

Claim 1 : Scully discloses a system that facilitates the generation of an event document, 
comprising: 

an access component that accesses a plurality of disparate data sources for event 
information related to an event (col. 4, Iines14-21); and 

a consolidation component that consolidates the event information into the event 
document (col. 22, lines 18-40). 



Claim 2: Scully discloses a system as in claim 1 above, the data sources are at least one of public 
and private (col.2, lines 67-68 and col. 3, lines 1-4). 
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Claim 3: Scully discloses a system as in claim 1 above; the event document is a meeting 
preparation report (col. 3, lines 6-12). 

Claim 6: Scully discloses a system as in claim 1 above, the event document is a single page 
document (composite screen) (col. 4, lines 2-3). 

Claim 7: Scully discloses a system as in claim 1 above, the report is formatted to present the event 
information in a predetermined way (col. 22, lines 31-40). 

Claim 9: Scully discloses a system as in claim 1 above, the report is formatted to present the event 
information according to a company organizational chart (col. 23, lines 11-15). 

Claim 1 1: Scully discloses a computer readable medium having stored thereon computer 
executable instructions for carrying out the system as in claim 1 above (col. 5, lines 10-15). 

Claim 12: Scully discloses a computer that employs the system as in claim 1 above (see fig. 1). 

Claim 13: Scully discloses a system as in claim 1 above, further comprising a classifier (structured 
field) that automates a feature by making an inference based on one or more data associated with 
the event (col. 6, lines 6-49). 
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Claim 14: Scully discloses a system that facilitates the generation of an event document, 
comprising: 

an access component that accesses at least one of a public data source and a private data 
source for event information related to an event (col. 4, Iines14-21 ); 

an event component that detects a trigger (col. 22, lines 54-61 ); and 

a consolidation component that compiles and consolidates the event information into a 
meeting document based on the occurrence of a trigger (col. 22, lines 54-61 ). 

Claim 15: Scully discloses a system as in claim 14 above, the meeting document is prepared for 
the event (col. 23, lines 1-5). 

Claim 16: Scully discloses a system as in claim 14 above, the trigger is a manual option selected to 
cause generation of the meeting report (col. 22, lines 54-61 ). 

Claim 19: Scully discloses a system as in claim 14 above, the meeting document is generated in a 
personalized format for a given user (col.22, lines 47-53). 

Claim 20: Scully discloses a system as in claim 14 above, a portion of the event information is 
derived by searching the contents of at least one of e-mail and a document associated with a 
meeting attendee (col. 24, lines 8-18). 

Claim 21 : Scully discloses a system as in claim 14 above, the event information includes a user 
profile that is grouped according to a corporate entity (col. 23, lines 11-17). 
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Claim 22: Scully discloses a system as in claim 14 above, the event information includes at least 
one of a link to an e-mail related to the event, a distribution list, and a point-to-point connection 
(col.24, lines 8-13). 

Claim 23: Scully discloses a computer-readable medium having computer-executable instructions 
for performing a method of generating a meeting preparation document, comprising: 

receiving a request to generate the meeting preparation document (col. 22, lines 17-19); 

accessing at least one of a public data source and a private data source to retrieve relevant 
meeting information (col.2, lines 67-68 and col. 3, lines 1-4); 

arranging the relevant meeting information into a personalized format of a user (col. 22, Jines 
47-53); and 

generating the meeting preparation document according to the personalized format (col.22, 
lines 47-53). 

Claim 25: Scully discloses a method as in claim 23 above, further comprising limiting the meeting 
preparation document to a single page document (composite screen) (col. 4, lines 2-3). 

Claim 28: Scully discloses a method as in claim 23 above, further comprising generating the 
meeting preparation document in response to a trigger (col. 22, lines 54-61). 
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Claim 29: Scully discloses a method as in claim 23 above, the trigger occurs in association with at 
least one of a manual selection initiated by the user, a time, and a change detected in the meeting 
preparation document (col. 22, lines 54-61 ). 

Claim 30: Scully discloses a method as in claim 23 above, further comprising limiting the meeting 
information that is presented to attendees other than the user (col. 22, lines 54-58). 

Claim 31 : Scully discloses a system that facilitates the generation of a meeting preparation 
document, comprising: 

means for receiving a request to generate the meeting preparation document (col. 22, lines 
17-19); 

means for accessing at least one of a public data source and a private data source to 
retrieve relevant meeting information (col. 2, lines 67-68 and col. 3, lines 1-4); 

means for arranging the relevant meeting information into a personalized format of a user 
(col. 22, lines 47-53); and 

means for generating the meeting preparation document according to the personalized 
format (col. 22, lines 47-53). 



Claim 33: Scully discloses a system as in claim 31 above, further comprising means for limiting the 
meeting preparation document to a single page document (composite screen) (col. 4, lines 2-3). 
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Claim 36: Scully discloses a system as in claim 31 above, further comprising means for 
automatically generating the meeting preparation document in response to a trigger (col. 22, lines 
54-61). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the. prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

9. Claims 4,5,10,17,24,27,32 and 35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Scully (US 4,831 ,552) in view of Doss (US 2003/0046296 A1 ). 

Claims 4, 24 and 32: Scully discloses a system and method as in claims 1, 23 and 31 above, but 
does not explicitly disclose the data sources include an e-mail attachment. Doss discloses a 
system "where the automated system accesses the dynamic contact database..." (page 1, par. 
[0005]). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to include e-mail attachment in Scully . One would have been motivated to 
do so in order to keep the participants informed about schedule change. 

Claim 5: Scully discloses a system as in claim 1 above, but does not explicitly disclose the event 
information includes an image of a user scheduled to attend the event. Doss discloses an "iconic 
representation of a person defining the person's status" (page 2, par. [0018]. Therefore, it would 
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have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
include image of a user in Scully . One would have been motivated to do so in order to better 
identify the event participants. 

Claims 10, 27 and 35: Scully discloses a system and method as in claims 1 , 23 and 31 above, but 
does not explicitly disclose the report is generated through an e-mail application. Doss discloses 
an "automated system where contact could be established via e-mail"... (page 1, par.[0006]. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to include this feature in Scully . One would have been motivated to do so in 
order to facilitate a fast distribution of the report. 

Claim 17: Scully discloses a system as in claim 14 above, but does not explicitly disclose the data 
sources include an e-mail attachment. Doss discloses a system "where the automated system 
accesses the dynamic contact database..." (page 1, par. [0005]). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to include e-mail 
attachment in Scully . One would have been motivated to do so in order to keep the participants 
informed about schedule change. 



10. Claims 8,18, and 34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Scully 
(US 4,831 ,552) in view of Estrada (US 7,01 2,627 B1 ). 
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Claim 8: Scully discloses a system as in claim 1 above, but does not explicitly disclose the report is 
presented to the user via a browser. Estrada discloses a "web navigation system using a 
browser.. "(col. 2, lines 53-66). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to include a browser in Scully. One would have been 
motivated to do so in order to provide participants a real dynamic document presentation. 

Claim 18: Scully discloses a system as in claim 14 above, but does not explicitly disclose the 
meeting document is presented to the user via a browser in HTML. Estrada discloses a "web 
navigation system using a browser in HTML."( col. 2, lines 53-66). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to include a 
browser in HTML format in Scully . One would have been motivated to do so in order to provide the 
user a real dynamic document presentation. 

Claims 26 and 34: Scully discloses a system and method as in claim 23 and 31 above, but does 
not explicitly disclose presenting the meeting preparation document via a browser in an SGML 
format. Estrada discloses a "web navigation system using a browser in HTML" (HTML is derived 
from SGML, therefore it's inherent) ( col. 2, lines 53-66). Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to include a browser in 
SGML format in Scully. One would have been motivated to do so in order to provide participants a 
real dynamic document presentation. 
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Conclusion 

12. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

a. Cree et al. (US 4,817,018 ) discloses electronic calendaring method 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Phenuel S. Salomon whose telephone number is (571) 270-1699. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri 7:00 A.M. to 4:00 P.M. (Alternate Friday Off) EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
James Myhre can be reached on (571) 270-1065. The fax phone number for the organization 
where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-3800. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may 
be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, 
contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like 
assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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